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Re: - MUR 6463

Dear Mr. Gordon:

In response to the allegations raised in the complaint dated March 23, 2011 (MUR 6463), and on
behalf of Jack J. Aritaramian ("Jack”) (in his personal capacity, in his capacity as President of the
Antaramian Development Corporation of Naples, and in his capacity as Trustee of the Antaramian
Family Trust), Mona Antacamian ("Mona”) (Jack’s wife), David Antaramian (*David®) (Jack and
Mona's son), and Yasmeen Wilson (“Yasmeen”) (Jack's sister-in-iaw), (collectively "the
Respendents”) we respectfully submit the following rasponse and supporting documentation, and
request that the Commission dismiss this complaint.

The afegaticrs made in the complaln are bastfiees, and in motst cates based an notiing rore than
conjantiire. 1h addition, tire complaint is factually incorrast in mast anees. Undia na circusistamonma
did Jack, vinna or any of tha Rospondnnts knmvingly or willfully violate the Federal Election
Commission Act, or any other law. Any potential violations of federal campaign finance laws were
unintantional er accidentsl, and attompts have been mada to raotify any patential violations that have
been uncovered as a result of this complaint. See attachesd declasation frem dack — Exhibit 1.

Jack Is a real estate developer and has, on a number of occasions, partnered with Iraj J. Zand and
Raymond Sehayek (tire “complainants®) to invest in real estate. As a result of a failed investment,
the comiptairants have flled multiple law suits against Jack and the Antaramiarn Development
Corporaticn of nNeples. This, sadly, Is just andilver attempt by the compleinants to disparage Jack’s
name and reputation, cost him money in legal fees, and generally make his life difficult. We
siowsrely regeat the Feaderal Election Cnrnmissian bising dragged to tils feiled basiness
relationshin.

1._Alleged Ip-Kind Contributions and.Cerporate Copjributions

In 2009, Jack and Mona each independently provided eash contributions of $30,400 to the
Demografic National Committee ("DNC"). As a result, both Jack and Mona reached their annual
contribution limit to the DNC for the year. As active supporters of the Democratic Party, in mid-2009
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Jack and Mona also agreed to volunteer their time to assist the OFA/DNC in locating and setting up
an offise in Tanipa, Flsddh. Jock and Mosn wotked olesoly wiiit Francicea Fryer of the DNC snd
Ashiey Waikar of the OFA i tids exiieavee. As ke made riear thiough the excimage of eraif
betwsmo Mona and Jaek aad the OFA/DNC staff; the partiss wantsd to eaaka abeolifioly: sure that
this assistanee @id nat reeult in liaigs! coatributipes ta the DNC. At no point dudng this time did Jack
and Mona intand fo make.contributions to OFA/DNC above the cash contributians they had mada
earlier in the year. They certainly, in no way, knowingly or willfully vielated federal election laws as Is
alleged in the complaint. This allegation is baseless and completely without merit.

Thre complaint ellewes that Jack ard Mona previded In-kind centributions to Organizing for America
(“OFA")' through free office space, office fumiture, costs associated with opening the office, and
utilitfess. With mgaai ip ios ntfise mece, due o tho ecwaninic remarsian meamy aiflse ttuildings in
Florida went oeocctpler which tendar to nighifieantly roduas property veiue. Jack, aa e mal aatzin
deveioper, wan sancesred abaut his prepertias loging valie hacausa of the difficultes in finding
tenants. Whaa Jack laamed that the OFA was looking for an office gpace in the Naples area, ha
offered them tenancy at a commercial development called Pettit Sqyare, which was owned by
Artaramian/Peftit Square Partners, LLC, a company in which Jack maintzined an ownegship stake.

After OFA expressed interest in ovcupying the office space at Pettit Square, Jack and Mona
inforrneti OFA that they had alreatly reached their eritribution fimit to DNC and would only egree tb
supply the office space if it could be done without exceeding the contribution limits. In a May 12,
2008 smail from Liza McClenagham, tire Co-Fasilitator of OFA, til M amel Jack, tho OFA
rerapaizod Jack's and Kiena's onpsem dhaut tiss anniributian limits ared agmad that thees woudkd
have {0 ba & latiae at tho ueun! and inmmat rates to mat the offise spacs. Sae Exhité N of the .
complaint, at p. 3, and aitached ta thia respanse as Exhihit 2.

OFA wanted to move into the office space starting in July 2009. In order to have the office ready for
a July move-in, Pettht Square needed a completed lease as soon as possible. Jack, in order to
expedite the process, executed a four year leass between Antaramian/Pettit Square Partners, LLC,
and the Antaramian Development Corporation of Naples ("ADCN"). Based on telephone
conversatione with the @A ane/er DNC, Jimic understad that the OFA/DIMC would be subbumed
urider the terme uf the lease either Hiirough a sublenas or thraughn motiification df the aiginit lease to
be marte the original binant. Emfows signing iha leeca, Jack resnived adviee fmin ameesel et the
lenas should be in tha aesne pf ADCN =atl nat hitn ceraunally.

The terms of tha four year Inase incladad six moaths free rant and monthly rent at $3,629.58
thereafter. These terms were the commercially prevailing rate for the office space at the.time. Due
to the economic recassion, Antaramian/Pettit Square Partners and other similar property owrrers
regulafly offered discounted rent, and even frewe rent, in &7 effort to entice tenants to sign long-term
leases in their buildings. See Exhibit 3.2 In addition, a rental rate of $3,639.58 per month for 1,747
squicn feet of offiee space in [dapios wes te presalling rint ot the time. See Exhiit 4.°

! OFA is affiliated with the DNC; hewever, Jack and Mona lack suffieient knowledge and information
about the relatianship and organizationdl structure between OFA and the DNC. For the purpose of this
letter, it is assumed that OFA and the DNC are the same.

? In an e-mail (dated July 20, 2009) from Frank Delgado, with the Summit Management Group of Florida
(a leading property management firm in the area) Frank states: “There Is a {ot of space being offered at
12-18sqft ‘ALL IN' fust off third (logation of Pettt Sqmare), with deais to bo had on frant siés free rant
periods...sf0." Otfaning fre@ rent ut f bigirning of m imase, or atber signifiment entiomnents, was
camumon et the time fa lure teoesits te wacekt spase.
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OFA moved into the Pettit Square office on or around July 23, 2009. Although the lease was not
medified and nn sabipese woa enasied, deuvk undsmimod that an agreement was mods.with OFA
and that OFA wins assriming all the abligefians under tha leaen.* Afiar the six manth fraa rant pariod
expired, OFA was supposed ta start paying rent on January 1, 2010. Because OFA friled tq pay
rent, it was forced to leave around March 3, 2010.,

Antaramian/Petfit Square Partners subsequently brought suit against the DNC to recover the rent.
The DNC agreed to pay for the full eight months that it occupied the Pettit Square office, at the
monthly rentel raty presoribed in the iass. The INC pmid Pettit Square Partness $20,116:84. Petét
Square Partners mscognizexd (hat $29,110.684 satisfied OFA'v remal obligatioms amd dismiwsed the
laus;uik agabnit the DNC. Seo Exéibit L of the psmplaiat, and attdehed to this rrsponrs mt Exhibit 5.
Jack hag no inveivemant in thia settiament decision; rathww, the complaimants dacided that
$29,116.64 was tha appropriate amaartt far OFA's mantal of the Pettit Sqiare eflica.

OFA's rental of the Pettit Square office was not a centribution of any kind. The terms of the rental
agreement were the usual and normal charge for such an office in the Naples area at that time. In
addition, the DNC ultimately paid $29,116.64 in rent, which satisfied its rental obligation to
Antaraniian/Pettit Squure Partnars. Beoause the DHC paid the usual and normal rental rate for tie
use of Mis o%ioe space, theru Is no citiibuticn.

With regad to the fumitore mehtinnesi in the oampiaiot, Jack aref Mooe assisied OFA in locatirig
soma randem piwoas of fumitave for tha offive. Aveording to a June 18, 2009 e-mall sent by Mona,
the pieces of furniture consist of sofas, tables, lamps, storage drawers, and a desk. These pieces of
furniture werg dianerded by previous tenants and loft in unoccupled officas that in some aases were
partially owned by Jack's real estate interests. The furniture was in very poar condition and had no
discernable market value in itself. In fact, after OFA left the office space, the Pettit Square property
managers threw out these pieces of fumiture from the office space, as they were considered
garbage.

At no polist did Jack or Mona voeisiday theee peaces of fumiture a centribution te the DNC. Iddeed, it
was temlear who acturily owmed the furnitus. The furrituce ems dincprind by priek tenemts of
varioug properties and left in the various vacant offices for the property managers and/or the

3 Rent roll far "“The Petiit Square Bullding® deted 8/31/2009. This clearly demonstratea the trend in rental
rates in the araa. In 2004, Truly Nolen of America negotiated rant in Peiltit Square of $45.97/sqft. In
2008, Kathryn's Collection agreed to pay $26.26/sqft. The lease at issus in this complaint took effect on
7/01/2009, after the economic depression was well under way, and was for $25.00/sqft. Note — this rent
roll also shows the vacancy rate in Pettit Square. Prior to the OFA occupancy, the OFA's office space
had been vacant for a sigaificant gariod of &ne.

4 The complaint attaches an emall from Steven Hemping claiming that Jack had danatsd the office space.
See Exhibit K of the complaint. Hemping is @ member of the state political party, which is different from
the DNC and OFA. He sought to use OFA’s office space for his state political party, but this arrangement
never occurred. Hemping was not privy to any discussion that Jack had with OFA and did not know what
agreement Jaek reached with OFA. His staterremts do not refiect upon Jack. In addition, the
complainants make far too much out of a reference that Jack's son, David Antaramian, could possibly
donate the afficy spame in an Oacadr 8, 2008 ammil. Dwing Jeck's canversatinn with tem OFA/DNC,
somasne had inquised whother David caould denale the affie space inaledd af OFA renting the speaa st
fair market valan. This idea was raadily rejected. By Ocloher, OFA hadi already heen openating undaer.
the Jease for three months. The DNC wanted te revisit this issue, but ii was again rejecled.
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landlords to handle. As such, the fumniture was not the personal property of Jack or Mona, or any of
the Respondants, erd ainy paisatial l-kind tantributim «of the fuorilave i the DNC would uot courtt
toamrd Jaick'n or Mana's iddividua/ camtritwtion Briids. As far amwe enn tell, the fuiniture was
ohisined froth vacent offise apaee cavnad by the fallowing companies: Kraft Qffiae Cenier, Li.C, A&GN
of Marea, Inc., and Antarnmian/Patiit Squara Partneor, LLC. These companias were not named a8
respondents in the complaint

If it is determined that the rental use of these pieces of furniture by OFA were an in-kind contribution
by the above named companies, it remains unclear what, if any, value these pieces of fumiture had.
There is no market value for the rental of ill-contioned, &iscarded furniture. It has been determined
that the monthly rental value of T same itemy of fumture, in row condition, by a restal compuny in
the Nmpies arnd ts amwoniraately $160bnonth. Tha ftediture was unsti by OFA far appraxinmiety
eighit menths for ra totai aenital yulua of $1,19G00. If it is detecamad thai the vaa ot thn furniluraixcos
an in-kind sontributian o the DNC, we are prépared to request thg DNC ta raiméurse tha varicus
corporations that awned the vaaant offices where the furniture wes originally faund.

Regarding the. other items listed in the complaint, Jack and Mona have learned for the first time
through their attorneys In preparing this response to the complaint that they may have inadvertently
made in-kind contributions to the DNC made with respect to some minimal office set-up expenses
and the utilities for the OFA office. Jack and Mona desply regret this and hava taken irmmediate
measures to recty It.

Jack aseistad OFA in losailng a cnples for its temparary bce. The copior wam owmed by neLmo (a
copy mashine entedkales company) and leased to a property called Renaissance Village® until
September 7, 2009. Because it was not being used, Jack had it moved to the OFA office. The
copier was retumed to its owner, DeLage, upon the exparatlon of the lease. See Exhibit 6. The OFA
thus used the copier for approximately seven weeks from July 23, 2009 to September 7, 2009. As a
result, the use of the copler may be consiiered an in-kind contribution in the amounit of
approximately $500.00 by a corporation in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 4410.

Jehux was resavaire arai vid nat intend for the uan of this popier to be a contribdtion to OFFA.
Howanar, ugon kisaming thirt this eamier nray s opnsiiecat ’n In-kinr conlsiturtion by a wrperate
eriifly, thro0gh the attachad May 6, 2011 lettey (Bee Exchihit 7), we have requested that the DNC
reimburse Brompton Road Partners, LLC in the amount of $500.00.

Regarding the moving expenees, prafessional movers were hired to collect the pieces of fumiture
and the copier and deliver them to OFA's office. The total cost of this service to the OFA was
$487.50. OFA should have paid this cost. In addifion. an electrician was hired to install new
electrical outiets in the office to enable the use of thre copier and computers. The total cost of this
service was $511.06

Bawwid 'on @ July 22, 2008 amnil by Bob Frazitta, fhe Contreiier of ADCN, it appenre éred Jaok paid
these invoices from fds: parsienal furuis since tha veatiore had baen waiting for quite soms time aawi
OFA had ygt to move indo the office. See Exhibit O of the complaint, at p. 22, and attached to this
response as Exhibit 8. Jack's intention was only to pay these invoices because they were
outstanding and because the vendors were used frequently by Jack and his companies. Jack did
not realize that by paying these invoices he may be making an in-kind contribution to the DNC.
Upon leaming that this payment may be considered an in-kind contribution to the DNC, through the

5 Rrnaissanee Villaga in owned by Bromptan Road Partners, LLC. The Antaramian Famlly, LLC is 8 1/3
owner of Brompton Roed Partners, LLC.

WDC - 035203/000004 - 3239838 v1




120424321135

Federal Election Commission -5- May 6, 2011

attached May 6, 2011 letter (See Exhibit 7), we have requested the DNC to reimburse him for the
caost of these services in the antount of $998.50.

With regard to the utilities, we have discovered that some of OFA’s utilities and service bills were
inadvartently paid by others. Becruse ADCN uniatentinnzlly remaiaed on the tsnsa, Tha Client
Server sent ADCN a blill for $135.00 for work performed an the computer syatems at the OFA office.
Bob Frazitta paid this invoice on behalf of ADCN as a matter of course. Bob did not realize and did
not intend far this payment to be an in-kind contribution by the corporation to OFA. It was simply an
accounting error. Upon learning that this paynient may be considered ar in-kind corrributior,
through the attached May 6, 2011 letter (Soe Exhibit 7), we have requested that the DNC reimburse
ADCN $135.00 for the cost of this survice.

Fimally, the electric bill ¢Florida Power amai Light) and the internet/phone bill (Comcast) were placed
in Mona's name. Although these bills were paid by Mona, she did not realize that doing so may be
considered an in-kind contribution ta the DNQ. In a July 27, 2008 amall, Jlack informed the building
management group that such bills are to ba paid by “the subs,” i.e., OFA. See Exhibit O of the
complaint, at p. 2, and attached to this response as Exhibit 8. The building management even
discussed the bills with OFA. Jack understood that the bullding management was tb ask OFA to pay
all such bifis. Nonetheless, bacause thess utilities were m by Mona and she was not reimbursed
by OFA, and they may be considerad an in-kind sontrib , in the attached May 8, 201} lettler (Seo
Exhitit 7), we hawe requeacted that tha DNC resimintrss Mona for the costs of mse expunses in the
ambunt of $858.16.

Mmmmon of FOSS 8
Overseas Bank and/or Other Accounts

The complaint further alleges that Jack laundered money from foreign. sources to make political
contributions. Spevifically, it afleges fiiat Jack received a $1 million payment from ovurseas
investors (the compluinants) in 4 installinents to the Antaramian Family-Trust, and that Jack used
these funds to make political contributions. This allegation is baseless, factually incorrect, and
furthonners alleg2s no specific violatien of tetieal vomaaign finance laws.

Jaek (p US citizen) hes raouy eaurces af incoree, largely from real estita developmenis. He bes
caasizigntly marde hia pelitical aontribitions fram his parsanal checking account or using his
personal credit card. In 2010, Jack and Maona made contributions ta the DNG on their personal
American Express cards.

The tomplaint Is also factuzlly iiveorrerct il its allegation thatitke $1 million pagmrnt was made to the
Autaramilan Fomily Trust. The thvustmer fee wax nrade in four imitatiiments in 2001, 2008, and
20(»i to tvew separate.accotnts: (1) a porsewial bank accesnl nomed ard woed by Jack and Mona;
and (2) an eccount onrted by Classico Design Ltd. (a London-based property management and
design firm - these funds were subsequently used to renovate and manage a London apartment
owned by Jack end Mang).

Althaugh it is unclear, thoe complaint seems to allege that the $1 million payment, which the
complainants paid to Jack, raises a concern about foreign contributions to influence an election to
political office. As the Commissidn is aware, foréign nationals are prohibited from making
contributions, diréctly or through any other person, in connection with an election to any poiiticdl
office. It is #ise unlawful for eny person to solicit, accept, or receive any such contribution from a
foreign national. 2 U.S.C. § 441e; 11 C.F.R § 110.20(b). In addition, “[a] foreign national shall not
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direct, dictate, control, or directly or indirectly participate in the decision-making process of any
pess@) . . . with regandto suri peroon’s Fedbral or neh-FFaderal elnethm-siaani activitiss, such B8
decisinoa conaegning the meking of eastibutiens . . . ." 11 C.F.R. § 110.20(i).

As such, it appears that § 441e Is violated if a foreign national (1) has any decision-making role
coaceming contributions ar {2) has any contrel over the money that is being contributed. This Is
clearly not the case in the matter at hand. In fact, the complainants exprass concem that their
payment might have been used to make political contributions, suggesting that they would have
disagreed with the contributions had they been consultsd. Certainly they did ot have any decision-
making role conceming Jaek's pufflical contributions, nor did they have any control ever the maney
thit was demated to politien] candidates or the DNC. indewd, this is precis#ly why ths ecrrelainasts
filari sult in the miee mfersncen in the comainint, namoly Zand of &. v. Jeok J. Anineoida at.gl.,
Case No. 10-8883-CA (Fia. 20™ Cir. Ct., filesi Nov. 24, 2010). Ths $1 milin paymimt was 2
legtiimato huainisas poymant 1e join in perisesahip with Jank for the purpaso of investing in Florida
real estate. The money bacame Jack's nwn personal incoms/earnings. The complainants had no
contral over the $1 million payment, have questioned Jack's performance of his obligation to them,
and have filed suit to reclaim the funds.

The money Jaek used to mgke political contributions was Jack's, and Jack’s alone. it was mortoy he
earned fron his business dealings, and over which he maintained complete control. All contributions
provided by Jack were of his own decision-making and not influenced by anyone, certainly not the
complainants. Som aitaolved diviamtinn from Jack — Exhibit 1.

Finally, the complaint alleges that Jack made contributions to the DNC and individual candidates in
the name of Yasmean and David. As with previous allegations, this allegation is baseless and
completely without merit. This allegation is based on pure speculation and the complaint makes no
attempt to substantiate this claim.

Jexk did nat direct Yacrvaen ar Dawid to maka political acotribntions, nnr nid ha reimbusee them for
any palitiset contritxitiang they pnivided. Sbo atinchad dealaration fram Jaak — Bxihibit 1.

As the Committee is aware, contributions made in the name of another are illegal under 2 U.S.C. §
441f. Sas United States v. O'Donnell, 608 F.3d 648, 549 (Ath Cir. 2010); United Stafes v. Boender,
691 F. Supp. 2d 833, 83842 (N.D. . 2010). In its decision, the Ninth Circuit recognized that the
main question in a § 441f case is determining “who" actually made the donation. See O'Donnell,
608 F.3d at 550. In this case, the court found that the intermediaries only had a ministerial role and
that O'Donrell gavé e nroney forthe common pamose of ddvarncing the campaign. Id. The court
stistdd that the perscn “giving” the dowition is the perenn “providing from one’s own resmnces.” /d.
at 550. In aneiner case, the Eastem District of Miohigan adtind thit § 441f requires "acliva
Involvament” aa tha part of tha tnie conttibutor. See Uslled Stafes v. Fiegmr, 2007 WL 4181312, *4
(E.D. Mich. 2007) (unpublivhed). Based an thess aad sinilisr aases, tka delarminativa factors in
deciding who donated gppear to he who exercised direction and control ‘aver the money contributesi
and the choice of the recipient.

As to Yasmeen, fhe comptaint alleges that Yasme=n's contributions are exoessive given her income,
and theréfore her oontbutions must have been mede by Jeck in her name. Yasmeen does in fact
wark for ADCN (despite the complhinants' altegation b the santrary) and receives a regular pey
chwik in addition td eymrhigsidn checks. In agoRion, Yasemeen dose reoeius financial gifta frem Jeck
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and Mona on a fairly regular basis to supplement her income and help maintain her lifestyle. Upon
receiving thisse: finuncial gifts, sho hus somplete contsol over tie iunds and males her own decisions
as to how the roaney is wpent. She hus mery piinkmes expnnses. Thus, coritribtdions of the size
resiorted are nat incensisient with her sponding nnd finanadial situatioo.

She has never been directed by Jack, or anyone else, to make specific political contributions, nor
has she been reimbursed by Jack, or anyone else, for any political contributions she has made.
Regardiess of the source of her income, Yasmeen used her own resources to make such
contributions, and she makes her own decisiors as to whom the contributions should be given.

The complairdit furthur almyes that as a stucint Dasid woild not have sufficient reenisoss to make a
maximum contribution to the DNC ($30,400). The Antaramian family is a family with substantial
menns. Moreover, David is a bansficiary of the Aninmamian Family Trusi. Ha has the sbility te
requast funds fraan the trust for his personal ase, and does sa on a npgular basis. If the iustees
approva of the raquest, the funds are distributed to David and he spends the maney in the manner of
his choosing. A contribution of this size is not inconsistent with David's spending ar firancial
situation. David's contribution was of his awn volition and made with his own resources. David was
not directed to make the contribution to the DNC by Jack, norwas he reimbursed by Jack for doing
0.

As it explained above, this complaint is largely speculative, inaccurate, and misleading. Jack and
Mona in no way intended to violate federal campaign finance law, or any other laws. Any
inappropriate contributions were inadvertent. And, where those inappropriate contributions have
been discovered, every attermnpt has been made to rectify the problem, including requesting
reimbursement from the DNG. As such, we request that the Commission dismiss this matter.

Respactfully submitted,

Iy

C. Michael Gilliland

Partner
mike.gilliiand@hoganiovells.com
D 202.637.5619

Enclosures
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
TWENTIETH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR COLLIER COUNTY, FLORIDA

CIVIL DIVISION

ANTARAMIAN/PETTIT SQUARE PARTNERS, :
LLC, a Florida limited liahility company

Plaintiff,
Vvs. .

ANTARAMIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, a

dissolved Florida corporation, a’k/a/ ANTARAMIAN
DEVELOPMENT CORP., a dissolved
Florida corporation, JACK ANTARAMIAN
a/k/a JACK J. ANTARAMIAN, ROBERT W.
WEINSTEIN, CHARLES J. THOMAS,
ROBERT FRAZITTA a/k/a/ ROBERT M. FRAZITTA,
ANTARAMIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
" OF NAPLES, a Florida corporation,

fk/a ANTARAMIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

OF NAPLES, INC., a Florida corporation, ORGANIZING
FOR AMERICA, FLORBA, A PROJECT OF THE
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE

a/k/a ORGANIZING FOR AMERICA, A PROJECT

OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE
AND UNKNOWN OCCUPANT(S),

Defendants.

] COPY..

CASE NO. 010-1759CA
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NOTICE OF VOLUNTARY DROPPiNG WITH PREJUDICE OF THE
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE

~
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]
N,
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Pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Piocedure, Rules 1.250(b) and 1.420(a)(1)(A),
Plaintiff mwmm 8QUARE PARTNERS, LLQ, a Florida limited liability

Exhibit "L"
Page 1 of 2

Exhibit 5

company, hereby gives notice to the Court that 'befendant, ORGANIZING FOR AMERICA,
FLORIDA, A PROJECT OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE a/k/a
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ORGANIZING FOR AMERICA, A PROJECT OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
COMMITTEE, (the "DNC") is hereby dropped from the above captioned matter with prejudice.

Dated: "/7’3_/2-"1" : Date (1 /15 /2010

ROETZEL & ANDRESS LAW OFFICES OF HEATHER
A Legal Professional Association S.CASE,P.A.

~— - Yttt Bpo
Stephen E. Thompson, Esquire Heather §. Case

Florida Bar No. 442460 Florida Bar No. 0015079
Dougles A. Lewis, Esquire 18403 Royal Hammock Bivd.
Florida Bar No. 177260 Naples, FL 34114

850 Park Shore Drive, 3" Floor Telephone: (239) 304-9408
Naples, Florida 34103 : Facsimile: (800) 772-2808

Telephone: (239) 649-2700
Facsimile: (239)261-3659

Counsel to Plaintiff Counsel to the DNC

Exhibit "L"
Page 2 of 2



